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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action has been issued in response to Applicant's Amendment filed April 22, 
2009. 

2. Claims 10-12 have been canceled. Claims 1-9, 13 and 14 are pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed April 22, 2009, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1- 
9, 13 and 14 under 35 USC § 102 and 35 USC § 103 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, 
a new ground(s) of rejection is made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

6. Claim 7 recites the limitation "acknowledgments". There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. Claim 7 is dependent on claim 1 and claim 1 does not disclose 
acknowledgements. Claim 6 appears to be the first claim that introduces acknowledgments. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof b\ the applicant for a patent. 

8. Claims 1, 3 and 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by US Pub. 
No. 2002/0032905 to Sherr et al. (hereinafter "Sherr"). 

9. As to Claim 1, Sherr discloses a method of image distribution from a central 
distribution server to at least one receiver device (Paragraph [0009] of Sherr discloses 
providing access to an online catalog of a network video server computer to clients), in which, in 
response to a user request (Paragraph [0009] of Sherr discloses requests are then received from 
client computers for rental of digital video signals selected from the catalog), at least one image 
is broadcast by a telecasting means (Paragraph [0024] of Sherr discloses the transfer may be 
accomplished in various ways, including broadcast systems, cable system, satellite systems, 
broadcast television system, broadcast digital television systems or internet), and an 
information message of image availability by telecasting is sent to the receiver device 
(Figure 10 of Sherr discloses a download manager, wherein it is seen that the user has the ability 
to select start download. The appearance of this window is seen to be information of the 
availability of the video). 
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10. As to Claim 3, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 1, wherein the image is 
encoded with at least one key before its broadcasting (Paragraph [0088] of Sherr discloses 
that the server downloads an encrypted version of the digital video signals to the user computer). 

11. As to Claim 7, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 1, wherein the 
availability information message and/or acknowledgement are messages transmitted by 
Internet (Paragraph [0024] of Sherr discloses the transfer may be accomplished in various ways, 
including broadcast systems, cable system, satellite systems, broadcast television system, 
broadcast digital television systems or internet). 

12. As to Claim 8, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 1, wherein the image is 
broadcast by radio and/or by cable (Paragraph [0024] of Sherr discloses the transfer may be 
accomplished in various ways, including broadcast systems, cable system, satellite systems, 
broadcast television system, broadcast digital television systems or internet). 

13. As to Claim 9, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 1, wherein the image 
distribution request is transmitted from the user to the central server using a surcharged 
electronic message (Paragraph [0087] of Sherr discloses a client paying for a selected digital 
video signal to grant the client a license to view the selected digital video signal. This is seen to 
be a request that is a surcharged electronic message, since it is an electronic message that incurs 
a charge). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

15. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

16. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

17. Claims 2, 4, 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sherr. 
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18. As to Claim 2, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 1. Sherr does not 
explicitly disclose wherein the image to be broadcast is transmitted from the server to a 
telecasting station. 

However, such a feature would have been obvious in view of Sherr. Paragraph [0024] of 
Sherr discloses the transfer may be accomplished in various ways, including broadcast systems, 
cable system, satellite systems, broadcast television system, broadcast digital television systems 
or internet. Some of these methods require the video to be broadcast to be transmitted to a 
telecasting station. As such since Sherr discloses utilizing these transfer methods, it would be 
obvious to implement the other features that would be required to utilize those methods. 

19. As to Claim 4, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 3. Sherr does not 
explicitly disclose wherein the key is sent to the receiver device with the availability 
information message. 

However, such a feature would have been obvious in view of Sherr. Paragraph [0101] of 
Sherr discloses the user has downloaded content from the network server computer to the user's 
computer while concurrently purchasing a license for the content. Thus it is seen that the action 
of selecting to download can occur concurrently with the purchasing of a license for the content. 
As such, since the actions are able to be performed concurrently it would be obvious for the two 
pieces of information to be sent at the same time. 

20. As to Claim 5, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 1. Sherr does not 
explicitly disclose wherein transmission of the image to the telecasting station and 
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transmission of the availability information message to the receiver device take place at the 
same time. 

However, such a feature would have been obvious in view of Sherr. Paragraph [0024] of 
Sherr discloses the transfer may be accomplished in various ways, including broadcast systems, 
cable system, satellite systems, broadcast television system, broadcast digital television systems 
or internet. Thus in the situations where systems like satellite are being used, in order for the 
download to occur when the user selects it, the information would need to be transmitted to the 
telecasting station at the same time. Thus such a feature is seen as obvious to try in view of 
Sherr's disclosure of using the various broadcast systems. 

21 . Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sherr and further 
in view of US Pub. No. 2001/0056578 to Hwang et al. (hereinafter "Hwang"). 

22. As to Claim 6, Sherr discloses a method according to Claim 1. Sherr does not 
explicitly disclose comprising a transmission by the receiver device, of an acknowledgement 
of the image and an interruption of the broadcasting of the image in response to the 
acknowledgement. 

However, Hwang discloses this. Paragraph [0034] of Hwang discloses when all 
information requested to the VOD (video on demand) terminal is downloaded or reproduction is 
finished a VOD service stop command is sent to the VOD server. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the method of claim 1 as disclosed by Sherr, with sending a service stop command as 
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disclosed by Hwang. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine to 
use a known technique to improve similar devices in the same way. Both Hwang and Sherr 
disclose systems dealing with video on demand; as such it would be obvious to implement 
features known in one video on demand system in another. This particular feature would 
improve the inventions by preventing the client and server from getting stuck expecting data 
from each other. 

23. Claims 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Pub. No. 2002/0071 139 to Janik and further in view of Sherr. 

24. As to Claim 13, Janik discloses a digital photo frame comprising a network 

communication channel (Paragraph [0060] of Janik discloses a digital photo frame being able 
to play data from an internet stream. Accordingly it is seen that the frame contains a network 
communication channel), a telecast signal reception channel (Paragraph [0060] of Janik 
discloses a digital photo frame being able to play data from a terrestrial broadcast. Accordingly 
it is seen that the frame contained a telecast signal reception channel), and display means of an 
image received by the telecast signal reception channel (Paragraph [0060] of Janik discloses a 
digital photo frame being able to play data from a terrestrial broadcast), 
Janik does not explicitly disclose wherein the network communication channel comprises a 
message reception module to trigger the telecast signal reception channel upon receipt of 
an image availability message. 
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However, Sherr discloses this. Figure 10 of Sherr discloses a download manager, 
wherein it is seen that the user has the ability to select start download. The appearance of this 
window is seen to be information of the availability of the video. Paragraph [0024] of Sherr 
discloses the transfer may be accomplished in various ways, including broadcast systems, cable 
system, satellite systems, broadcast television system, broadcast digital television systems or 
internet. Accordingly when the system utilizes the broadcast systems to transfer the data, it is 
seen that such an indication to download would cause the device to prepare to receive utilizing 
appropriate means. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the digital photo frame as disclosed by Janik, with using an image availability message 
as disclosed by Sherr. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine to 
apply a known technique on a known device ready for improvement. Janik's digital photo frame 
is disclosed to be able to receive video content that originated from a third party, as such it would 
be obvious to implement known video on demand techniques to support this feature. 

25. As to Claim 14, Janik-Sherr discloses a frame according to Claim 13, wherein the 
telecast signal reception channel has a key decoder (Paragraph [0005] of Janik discloses 
utilizing various protocols that include additional encryption and security layers. Accordingly 
the digital photo frame would have to have appropriate decoders to handle the encryption and 
security layers). 
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Conclusion 

26. A shortened statutory period for reply to this Office action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

US 20040174327 Al - Wireless digital picture display frame to Bowden,, George R. Ill et al. 

US 2003001 1682 Al - Method of sending digital photographs to Sellen, Abigail Jane et al. 

US 20020152193 Al - System and method for displaying images to Thompson, Robert S. et al. 

US 20020126150 Al - Wireless updateable digital picture frame to Parry, Travis J. 

US 6975308 Bl - Digital picture display frame to Bitetto; Frank W. et al. 

US 200401 1 1749 Al - Demanding a video program by using demand short message to Zhang, 

Jian et al. 

US 20040003 15 1 Al - Method and system for streaming transfer of data between a digital 
camera and a host to Bateman, John D. et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KEVIN S. MAI whose telephone number is (571)270-5001. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571-272-3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/K. S. M./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2456 



/Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2456 



